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June 4, 1996

Mr. William F. Caton, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Network-Affiliate Rules. MM Docket 95-92

Dear Mr. Caton:

The CBS Television Network Affiliates Association
hereby provides copies of the attached 58 letters that have
been sent to Chairman Hundt and the Commissioners. It is very
likely that copies of all these letters were sent by their
authors to the appropriate docket file, but this set of copies
is being filed out of an abundance of caution to ensure that
the public has access to them.

Please direct any inquiries concerning this matter
to the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

Kurt A. Wimmer

Attorney for the CBS
Television Network
Affiliates Association

Enclosures

No. of Copies rec'd_illl
Us~ ABCDE
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Radio • r"""slon • Cable

JLUlC 4, 1996

II): FACSIMILE

1'he Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
1'ederal Communications COlDDlission
] 919 M Street, N.W., Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20054

ILe: "Right to Rciccf Rule I

Dear Chairman Hundt: Ll
I am writing this letter on behalfofBlhakcl CommunieatioDS~ L •which throuah its affiliated
(ompanies operate se~ network affiliated stations thro~ut ~e Uni~ S~te~ .. I write~
urder to urge you to reject effons by the networks to modify the '!OmmlSSlQn'5 'nght to reject"
tule so that networks will have the ciiJlt to prohibit "economic" preemptions of network
t1rograrnm.in&. This proposal is unworkable and will fundament~ny alter the balance of power of
tile network-affiliate relationship to the detriment oflocal pro . and the interest of
"jewers in local markets.

Rule 73.6S8(e) presently prohibits networks from obtainina und influence and control over
lcffiliate programming. In particular, the rule protects the ability f affi.liatcs to (1) preempt
network programming which the station reasonably believes to~ unsatisfactory or unsuitable or
(:ontrary to the public interest, and (2) substitute a proaram whic in the station's opinion, is ot
greater local or national importance. This stationts experience "loth the "right to reject" rule has
i)ceo that the right to reject network. programming which is contI'JiIY to the public interest or in
•)f(1er to air proKIamming which is ofgrater local important is vi to the maintenance of a
healthy network-affiliate relationship.

]",oeal discretion over programming, even in the context ofa ne ark-affiliate relationship. is
I ;entral to the concept ofcommunity broadoastiDi' Modificatio of the "right to reject" ruJe to
prohibit "economic" preemptions will discomage affiliates from airing innovative programming
.Nhich is targeted towards local interests and, in fact, will unfairl penalize affiliates for airing
protp"UIIUning which, althoUSh motivated by non-ec('lnomic: ctrnill deratlcms. is successfUl.

P.O. Box 3248t1
Ch6II'Iott., NC 28232

704-372-.4$4
FAX 704 -335-9004
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1be ability ofaffiliales to make economic preemptions is a criti check OD insufficient network
I rogramming or programmina that is inconsistent with local 5 and values. If stations cannot
I'reempt unaccoptable nctwork programming to air propmmlnl which the licensee deems more
suitable for its local market, local PI'Oaramming will suffer and liates will be at a disadvantage
(omparcd to cable and other proarammm. Indeed, in the abse of some qualitative check by
Effiliates., the quality of network programming may well sink to e lowest common national
denominator perceived by the networks,

~lJ.e "economic" standard urged by the nerwor.lcs is an invitation or litigation. Every
JIrogr&llllIlina decision can be vicwed as '~economically" motiva , and any affiliate brave
c:nough to preempt network programming under such a standlrd '11 risk legal confrontation
,vith the network. The practical cffect ofthis amendment will that affiliates simply will not
preempt network progra:rnming.

The ''right to reject" rule, as it is currently written. is vital to the roteetion oflocal programming
lIS well as the maintenane:e of some semblance of a balance ofrwcr in the network-affiliate
relationship. I urge you to reject the networks' attempts to mod' this rule by prohibiting
"economic" preemptions ofnetwork programming.

With best regards,

~>me-IY. ~

J2~~~ ~r
~lY Bah.~l P~on
Executive Vice Prcsident

BBP/sj
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June 4, 1996

I1Y FACSIMILE

':be Honorable James H. QueUo
)~edcral Communications Commission
:.919 M Street, N.W., Room 802
Washington, D.C. 20054

Re: "Riahl to Reject" Rule

:)ear Commissioner Quello:

'. am writing this letter on behalf ofBahakel Communications, L ., which through its affiliated
I~panies operate seven network aftiliatcd stations throughout e United States. rwrite in
I)rder to urge you to reject efforts by the networks to modify the ommission'$ '''right to reject"
."Ule so that networks will have the ript to prohibit "economic" recmptions ofnetwork
.)rogrammina. This proposal is unworkable and will fuadamen y alter the balance of power of
he network-affiliate relationship to the detriment oflocal proar . g and the interest of
.viewers in iocal markets.

R.ule 73.658(e) presently prohibits networks from obtainiDg und influence and control over
illlliate programming. In particular, the rule protects the ability of affiliates to (1) preempt
ilCtWork prograrnmiDg which the station reasonably believes to unsatisfactory or unsuitable or
;(lntrary to the public interest, and (2) substitute a proaram whi • in the station's opinion, is of
greater local or national importance. This station's expcrien<:e ·th the "right to reject" role has
been that the right to reject network programming which is co to the public interest or in
order to air programming which is of grater local important is v' 1to the maintenance ofa
neaJthy netWork-affiliate relationship.

Local discretion over prognmmina, even in the context ofa DC rk-aftlliate relationship, is
central to the concept ofcommunity broadcasting. Modificatio of the "right to reject" mle to
prohibit I'economic" preemptions will discourap affiliates fro airing innovative programming
which is targeted towards local interests and, in fact, will unfair y penalize affiliates for airing
progta:mming which, although motivated hy non-ec:onomi.c co id.erations, is successful.

P.O. Box 32488
Charlotte, NO 28<!32

704·372-4434
FAX 704·33~-QQ04



[ RECEIVED 06/0~ 15:3q 1996 AT 202662629:
05/04/95 15:40

PAGE 5 (PRINTED PAGE 5)]
NO. 715

~:beability ofafllliates to make cconomi" precmptionsis a criti
)trogramming or programming that is inconsistent with local
1weempt unacceptable network programming to air proarammi
:uitable for its local m.arket, local propamming will suffer and
~ :ompared to cable and other proarunmers. Indeed, in the absen
llffiliates, the quality ofnetwork programming may well sink to
llenominator perceived by the networks.

check on insufficient network
s and values. If stations caunot
which the licensee deems more

Hates will be at a disadvantage
ofsome qualitative check by
e lowest common national

'[be "economic" standard urged by the networks is an invitation ifor litigation. Every
lXOgramm.ing decision can be viewed as "economically" motivated, and any affiliate brave
Imough to preempt ndWork programmina under such a standardlwill risk legal confrontation
.Nith the network. The practical effect of this amendment will that affiliates simply will not
:,reempt network proeramming.

'me "right to reject" rule, as it is currently written, is vital to the protection oflocal propmmins
.1S well as the maintenance of some semblance ofa balance of wer in the network-aftilia.te
:elatioMhip. I urge you to reject the networlts' attempts to mo fy this mIe by prohibiting
'economic" preemptions ofnetwork programming. I

With best regards,

~;r;'JL ~~ ~f.t~
:2erlYB~On
Executive Vice President

BBP/sj



[ RECEIVED O&/Oq 15:3q 199& AT 202&&2&29
05/04/95 15:40

PAGE & (PRINTED PAGE 0)]
NO. 715

........c.-MI!!!III! -+- - -
Rldio • Televlslon • Cable

. une 4, 1996

J~Y FACSIMJl.E

'(be Honorable Susan Ness
::;'ederal Communications Commission
[919 M Street, N.W., Room 832
'iVashington, D.C. 20054

:<e: "Right to Reiecr Rule

::>ear Commissioner Ness:

l am writing this letter on behalf ofBahlkel Communications, ., which through its affiliated
~OoiUpAniC.S op¢Tllic scvca Ilctwork nffilintod OmtiolUl throughout United Statc£. I write in
)rder to Ufae you to reject eft'orts by the networks to modify the Commission's "right to reject"
:-We so that networks will have the right to prohibit "economic" reemptions ofnetwork
~rogramming. This proposal is Wlworkable and will fund Yalter the balance ofpower of
the network-affiliate relationship to the detriment of local pro ing and the interest of
viewers in local markets,

Rule 73.658(e) presently prohibits networks from obtaining influence and control over
affiliate programming. In psrticuliu:, the rule protects the abili ofaffiliates to (1) preempt
llCtwork proaramming which the station reasonably believes to unsatisfactory or unsuitable or
contrary to the public interest, and (2) substitute a program . 11. in the station's opiDion, is of
greater local or national importance. This station's experience 'th the ''rilht to reject" rule has
been that the right to reject network propamming which is con to the public interest or in
order to air programming which is of grater local important is v' to the maintenance of a
nealthy network-affiliate relationship.

Local discretion over programming, even in the context ofa ne ark-affiliate relationship, is
central to the concept ofcommunity broadcasting. Modificatio of the ')-ipt to reject" rule to
prohibit Heconomic" preemptions will discourage affiliates fro airing innovative programming
which is targeted towards local interests and. in fact, will unfair y penalize affiliates for airing
programming 'Which, although motivated by non-economic iderations, is successful.

....u. LJox ;>la4Oll

Charlotte. NC 28232
704-372-44$4

FAX 704·:335-9904
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·[be ability ofaffiliates to make economic preemptions is a criti check on insufficient netwQrk
programming or programmiDl that is inc:oDlistent with laocaland values. If stations cannot
1>reempt unacceptable network. programming to air progr . which the licensee deems more
~ ;uitable for its local market, local pro(p'lJDIlling will suffer and liates will be at a disadvantage
i :ompar.cd to cable and other programmers. Indeed, in the absef ofsome qualitative check by
:Lffiliates, the quality ofnetwork programming may well sink to e lowest common national
i lenominator perceived by the networks.

'fhe ·'economic" standard uraed by the networks is an invitatiODf,0t litiaation. Every
programming decision can be viewed as "economically" motiva ed, and any affiliate brave
I:nouah to preempt network programming UDder such a standard will risk legal confrontation
.vith the network. The practical effect of this amendment will b1 that affiliates simply will not

J,reempt network programming. .

·['he "riaht to reject" rule, as it is currently written, is vital to the rotection of local proarammina
,LS well as the maintenance of some semblance of a balance of wcr in the network-affiliate
relationship. I urge you to reject the networks' attempts to m . this rule by prohibiting
'"economic" preemptions ofnetwork proarammina.

·NIth best reaards,

:iincerely,

'~1~at.~ ~sf;;
:~xecutive Vice President

:3BP/sj
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June 4, 1996

flY FACSIM1LE

1'he Honorable Rachelle Chong
F'edera1 Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 844
Washington, D.C. 20054

J~: "Right to Reject" Rule

I lear Commissioner Chong:

I am writing this letter on behalfof Bahakel Communicatioos, L ., which throuah its affiliated
companies operate seven network aftiliated stations thro1J8hout e United States. ] write in
erder to urge yO\! to reject efforts by the networks to modify the mmission's "right to reject"
rule so that networks will have the right to prohibit UCCODOmic"f;mptiODS of network
I ·rogramming. This proposal is unworkable and will fundamen y alter the balance ofpower of
t 1e network-affiliate relationship to the detriment of local prolP' . g and the interest of
,iewers in local markets.

}~ule 73.658(e) presently prohibits networks from obtaining unci e influence and control over
.a ffiliate programming. In particular. the rule protects the ability f affiliates to (1) preempt
I.etwork programming which the station reuonably believes to unsatisfactory or unsuitable or
(ontrary to the public interest, and (2) substitute a program whic ,in the station's opinion, is of
puter local or national importance. This station's experience th the "right to reject" IUle has
1: een that the right to reject network programming which is contr to the public interest or in
(,rder to air programming which is ofgrater local important is vi to the maintenance of a
t .ealthy network-affiliate relationship.

Local discretion over prOsrammini> even in the context ofa n ark-affiliate relationship, is
(entral to the concept ofcommunity broac1castina· Modification of the "riiht to reject" rule to
llfOhibit "economic" preemptions will discourage afliliates from .. innovative programming
,vbich is targeted towards local interests and, in fact, will unfairl penalize affiliates for airing
JoJ'ogrammina which. although motivated. by non-economic co . erations. is successful.

p,o, Box 32488
Char1ottr,;, Ne 49232

704-372·4434
FAX 704·335·9904
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r 1M; tibilit)' of IlffiliKt.eli tu make economic preemptions is a end ch.eck on insutDcient network
]lrogramming or progra.m.m.i.n& that i.s inconsistent with local tal $ IUJd values. Ifstations CliIUlOt

Jlreempt unacceptable network proerammina to air proil'3llamiJ~ which the licensee deems more
f uitable for its local market, local proarammina will suffer aDd iates will be at a disadvantage
(:ompared to cable and other programmers. Indeed, in the ab of some qualitative check by
l ffiliates~ the quality of network profll'lUUDliDg may well sink to c lowest common national
(lenominator perceived by the netwoIb.

teetion of local programming
in the network-afJiliate

this rule by prohibiting

~~e "right to reject" mle, as it is currently written, is vital to the
~.s well as the maintenance of some semblance: ofa ballDce of
Ielationship. I urge you to reject the networks' attempts to modi
"economic" preemptions ofnetwork programming.

r 1re "economic" standard urged by the networks is an invitation or litigation. Every
Ilrogramming decision can be viewed as "economically'" motiva d, and any affiliate brave
(:nough to preempt network proarammina under such a standard 'n risk leaa! confrontation
with the network. The practical effect oftbis amendment will that affiliates simply will not
JIreempt network programming.

With best regards,

mncerely~

~~v~~~~
Executive Vice President

BBP/sj
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mE NlWYORKTIlI.I .QADCAITGROUP
..aioIINNl!!L nfI& CAM:
....1IIoI1tl. TN tlttGI 4ellit

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
The Honorable James H. Quello, SUlI11 NeH,
IDd RlGhelle B. ChOJJl, COJIIIDieIicmcn
THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 M Street, N. W.• Bigbt Floor
Waah.inpm, D. C.200S4

I write, Chairman Hundt and Com.misIioMrs,

POI

on baIalfofFrank Roberts, Pre8icIent of THE NEW YORK. TIMES BROADCAST GROUP, and
the Presidents mel Geaeral Mtuaen ofits Television StaUons:

Robert~ WREG-TV, MmDphiI, Tcmneuee
Timothy Morri8Iey~ KFSM·TV, Fort Smith, Arkansas
T,inrl.. SIVIl1ft, WHNT-TV1 HlmhWil1c, Allhama
Perry Chester, WQAD-TV, Molinc, Illinois
Wmen Reed, WNEP-TV) Sc:nDIO!l, PCDIlIYlvania
Elden Hale, WTKR-TV. Norfolk, Virginia

We are opposed to amending the IIri1ht-to-rejcc:t" rule to permit at1iliatc1l to enter into agreements
wid! nctworl<s dJat would e1imiute "economic" preemptions. 'Ibis decision, if it is made, would
BUt the rigbt-to-reject rule as a practical matter and further shift the balance of power in the
network-affiliate relationship to the Detwork. Among the reuons we are in opposition are the
following:

The right-to-rejcct MC proteetl local autonomy and local control of stations. Localism will be
undermined if every preemption decision becomes subject to a public interest inquisition by the
network.

The basic balance of power in the netwotk-aftiliate relatiouhip will shift inescapably to the
networlc ifit is giwn this amouat of control over the intemal atfairs of its affiliates. This balance
already rests with the netwmk due to economic size and power, chmges in ownership rules,
deregulation offinlsyn and PTAR. and other recent chanlcs.
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The determination of wbedaer a preemption is "ecoac.ic" CIDDOt be made objectively. The
nctwc.xk, wbi.cb will JDabl die iniUIPJllmmt ofwbethcr to seek contractual penalties, will have
every motivation to see every preemption as "~c. II In fict. the rule would penalize
succeat6d 10Cll progt'IlDIIIing by mMing any popular progmn III ineligible progrun on which to
bue a preemption.

Economic preemptions are .. important check OD inlufIlcient network programming or
programming that cumot be made CODIIiIteDt with local tuta lad values. Of stations cannot
preempt unacceptable networlc ptOII'IIDIIIiIJ to air more suitable prolfM'ming for their local
markets, they will be at • disadvan1llt' compIl'ed. to cllble and other pro(ll'llDlDelS.

SmIIll-madcet aftjUetcs will be etpeCillty hmned. In the put, !lqe-m&lket aftIUates have carried
the flag and negotiated fair deals, in some cues, with netwoms; now, large-market stations
increuingly are owned by networks, leaving lUIIIll-Dlll'ket broadcuters to fend for themselves
apiDst some of the latplt corporatiODB in the world.

In advance I thank you for yom consideration.

Sincerely,

THE NEW YORK TIMES BROADCAST OROUP

~~~
Olin P. Morris
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P.O. 80K 7220
Reno. NV 89610
(702) 858-2222
FAX: 861·4298

June 4, 1996

The HOD.Ot"Ible Reed E. HuDdt, Chairman
Federal CommUnicatiODl Commission

·1919 M Street, N.W., Room 814
WubiDIton, D.C. 200'4
Fax: 202-418~2804

Dear Mr. BUDde:

TO 12B27785278-9000 P.02

It is esaencial that you preserve tZ autonomy of tbe local broadc:U1er in its propamming
decisions. The "Right to Reject Rule" is a cmcial proteCtiOll of this autonomy. Local
stations thrive through the --ath of their local identity. It is essendal that local scations
retain thIC right to say DO to DetWOric programming, thereby mainiDl the safety check against
network excess.

The implementation of IIecoDOmic" criteria as the basis for network cootraetua1 penalties
tbrow this balance of power to ... networks. ADy C(;O~Y successful preemption will
now be judged negatively. Preemption is the local stations· ultimate leverage &lamst non
viable or offensive netWork propamming.

If this rule is dropped. small martct broadcaItm's will fiDel themselves at the mc~y of the
large marlcct station's self i1Ir.erest, as represented by the :network owned stations. Preserve
the "Right to Reject Rule" aDd. pMsetve the autonomy of the local broadcaster.

SiJJcerely,

~
Lawson Fox
Presidem &. Gc:oeral Manager

cc:
Kurt Wimmer

LF/keh

.-.._-
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P.O. Box 7220
RBnO, fIN B9610
(702) 8584222
FAX: 861-4298

JUDe 4, 1996

The Hoaorable lames H. Quello, Commissioner
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 802
Washi.DIton. D.C. 20054
Fax: 202-418-2802

Dear Mr. QueUo:

TO 12B27785278-9000 P.B3

It is essential that you preserve tbI autonomy of tbe local broadcutcr in its programmin&
decisions. The"RiIbt to Jl:jcct Rule" is a crucial proteCtion of this autonomy. Local
stations thrive through tile sae. of their local idemity. It is eqemiaJ that local stations
retain the right to say no to netWork prog!'ID1JI1iDa. thereby retaining the safety check: against
netWork exc=;s.

The implementation of "ecoDOmic It criteria as the basis for netwOrk conttaetua1 peaalties
tbrow this balance of power to me netWorks. Any economi<:al1y successful preemption will
DOW be judged Dejatively. Preemption is the local statiom ultimate leverage against non
viable or offensive network pfOlIllIUJlina·

If this rule is dropped, small market broadcasters will find themselves at the mercy of the
large market station's self iDtcreSt, as represented by the netWork owned stations. Preserve
the "Right to Reject Rule" and preserve the autonomy of the local broadcaster.

Sincerely,

~C5~'
Lawson fox
President &. GeDeral Manaaer

cc:
Kurt Wimmer

LF/keh

.-...........-
14'J~'96 1: 13p I
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P.O. Box 7220
Reno. NV 89610
(702) 858-2222
FAX: 861·4298

JUIlC 4, 1996

1be Honorable Susan Ness. Commi.uioncr
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 832
Washiqton, D.C. 20054
Fax: 202-418-2821

Dear Ms. Ness:

TO 12B27785278-9000 P.04

It is essential that you preserve me autonomy of the local broadcuter in its proll'lJDDliDg
decisioJlS. The"RiPt to Reject Rule" is a crucial protection of tbiI autooomy. Local
statioDS thrive tbrouIh the stn:1JIth of their local ideDtity. It is esaemial IbM local stations
retain the right to say no to aetworIc programming, thereby retainina tk safety check agaiJIst
network excess.

The implemenwi011 of "ecoIIOmic" criteria as the basis for network.contraCtual penalties
throw this balance of power to tile networks. A:rJ.y ecooomica11y successful pmaption will
DOW be judged Delmvely. Preemption is the local sWions ultimate levetlae against non
viable or offensive network prosramming.

If this rule is dropped, small market bl'Oadcas1ers will find themselves at the mercy of the
large market station's self u.erest, as represented by the network owned swions. Preserve
the "Right to Reject Rule" and preserve the autonomy of the local broadcaster.

Si.nccrely,

~~
Lawson Fox
President & General Manaaer

cc:
K.urt Wimmer

LF/kch
~.

.-.....,....-
II..J....·w. 1: 13D I
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~O.b7220

R*'O. fIN 89510
(702) 868-2222
FAX: 861-4W8

June 4. 1996

The Honorable 1W:bcUe B. Chong, Commissioner
1919 M Street., N.W .• Room 844
WuhiDgton, D.C. 20054
Fax: 202-418·2820

Dear Ms. Chong:

It is essential that you preserve 1D: autoaomy of the local broadcurer in its programming
decisions. The "Ript to Rejcct Rule" is a c1l1Cial Plocection of tl1is autonomy. Local
statioDS thrivc through tbe strenath of their local identity. It is essemial that local stations
reuin the right to say no to network programming, thereby reWninI the safety check against
network excess.

The implemcnwion of W'ea>nomic" criteria as the basis for i:Jetworlc col1lrlCQlal peDalties
throw this ba1aJx:e of power to tbe netwotb. Any ecoaomica1ly successful pn:emption will
now be judged Delalively. PJ:eeIIIIKion is the local stations, Ultimate leverqe against non
viablc or offensive nerwork propwnmm,.

, If this rule is dropped, small market broadcasren will fmd themselves at the mercy of the
large market station's self interest, u represented by the network owoed stations. Preserve
the "Right to Reject Rulc" aDd preserve the autonomy of the local brolKk::a.Rr.

Sinccrely.

~'~
Lawson Fox
President at <JeDeral MaDager

cc:
Kun Wimmer

LF/keh

TOTFl.. P.0S

!4-JlII-96 1: 13p I



FROM Panasonic FAX SYSTEM PI-O.e NO. Jun. 04 1996 12: 3a=JM P2

?410Erast. Landry. P. O. Boll 90606 • Lafayotto. LA 70!509. 318,981.4823. FOX 318.984,8323

June", 1996

De BeL Reed &....., CIItinUa
P..... C...1IIlicatioII. C..-iaio.
l't' M Street,. N.W.,
.....1..
W......,DC 11054
PAX: (202) 411-2104

Deu' Claairmaa Budt:

TlailIetteI' it willa teIpect to your Jaae 12 ...tiIIl iteID ~etwork - AftIIate
....." Uld all ..eadmellt to tile "rtpt-to-rejKt" raIe. .

It • vtaIJ _ t to ltIItiou nell • Mn, ill tile 1218 DUII'k.et.
to haYe the freedo.. to t w"'n P w... a ••tter oIlec:a1lmportaace
...... to be te1ecut in wp.r pertodI. n • .,... hal worked well for over forty
yean between KLJ'Y..TV ..d CBS t ..... it no need to au.. it.

Ja..lI'Y-TV II tllil privDeae aII4I CBS filly mulentaDdI Wily TV..
10, _ .e....,..bItitut. otler It ituti"'" iaportuIt to DOt eIIaqe tllil1fI.'.ad we 1II'I'10U to 1eaI TV Itado•••_ ...... to co.tiII"e to provide
IeI"ric:es to its COIIIIDIIJIitieI ill tile raee or iIIcreued e..pedtioa.

JV:1c

--YOUNG BROADCASTING OF LOUISIANA. INC.

14- JIIl-96 1:34p I
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JUDe", 1"'

TIle B Ja.- B. Qa6, C.......er
1' CoIutaDicatiou Coamiaioa
Itl' M Street, N.W.,
....2

"'.'.....II, DC 201!4
1I'AX': (282) 41.2102

Tlailletter is willi to 1Hrlue 12 meetiDl item "Network .. Aft'iIlate
It..." ad a ameadlDeDt to the t-to-rejeet" rale.

It II YitIIIy t to tllml'-ltatieu RICIa u otan. ill tile 12l1t....ut.
to llave tbe treed... to P Htw'OI'Il P............. WhD • ..aer .rloealiapertllllce
...... to be tt'1ealt iD w..periodI. TIaiI.,... "wol'bd wei ror OYer rorty
1eMI between KLIY..TV CBS ..d tIaa'e is DO Deed to cbaDae it.

KLJPY-TV tIIiIp~ud CBSr., u........wlaJ TV-
10, _ oeaWolI, ....-.. It .. estaenael1 iJapot1a1lt tv DOt daallp tIIiI
,, ad we , .. to.......-t IoaI TV...... in aU-pd-. to coati••• to provide
_ ,.. to its COIlllllUIlIti. in the face afblueued competition.

naakyou.

SiacenlJ,

JV:lc

•YOUNG aROADCASTING OF LOUISlANA, lNC.

!4-J",,-96 1:34p I
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JUDe 4, I'"

TIIe.-. S N...ee- ........
1'..... C IIicatIo. C illion
1'1' M Street, N.W.,
.... 132
W.lt....... DC 20054
PAX: (202) 418-ZUl

Tllilletter • .- Iwpect to ,.wr S 12 ..eed... item "Network .. Aflli.te
RuJ." ud aD ....d.....t to the "ript-.reject" .

It II YitaIJ..,rtaat to _rill an, PI tile 1211t ...rbt,
to MV' tile freedom to preem,e aetw'Ork wII 01 local ilDportaace
• __ to be teIeaIt Ia ...~ ptricMIL Thill.,.,. 'WOI'bd well for O\'U forty
yean betw... KLFY-TV aacI CBS ocI tbere iI DO Deed to ell it.

KLFY-TV 11M _t thiI pm" .Dd CBS"" ••d""ndl Wby TV-
10.011 oecatiOD, ••bIdtu It ........, t to DOt... tIaiI
.,... aad we arae 1M to Ht local 'IV statIolllla .ttea to coatillae to provide
....nc. to its co...1IIlitieI ia Che faa of IacreuecI eompeti.tioa.

Thallkyo••

JV:1c

YOUNG 8ftOADCASTING OPO LOUISIANA. INC.

14-Jl.I'l-96 1:34p I
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TO:

Via FAX

9-864-689-3621

CosMos BtOADCASTING CORPOltAnON
POST oPPla BOX 19QZ3

GUINVILLI. SOUTH CAIlOLINA 29602
June 3. 1996

PAGE al

TIll HoDonble Reed HUDdt
C'1a1i-'n
.. tEal C~icalioalConnaII.loa
1919 M StreIt, N.W. 8tb:Floor
W......., D.C. 2OS~

DeIr Chairman Hundt:

M yea billa me~ owr rwiIioIl of cine "TV llillWOIl: ma.," I ... you. OIl bebIIt of me' eiIbI DIltWOrt
"hrld I'IIdonIliclaHd 10 CaE_a ......... to naia .. "ript 10 Njec:t" rule. Tbe r-.ioIl of tbiI rule is
eunElial to IIIIincainiq die cIeUcIte bIa-:c of power benv_ a DIICWOrk IDlI ill aftIliDI. Some CXIIq)Ies:

Q7? t: 1be COImDiIIioD ......... of CoIIJ- have .._.d COIIC8II1~ Ib8 sexual and violCIU
e.-. of SOIDI DIIWOIt~. WidIout die "fiIIII to rejtec" nile, ID lflii.. would DOt be able to mate a
PftIII- pre empdoo wIleD~ it ..... IIIiIIbIe for loeIl ....at... Havm, jaIt IIIIDded two network
PI••~., I caD .... you dElI. with or witbNt die DIlWOrt·. suppon, Hollywood producers will comiDue
10 ,.... dII cave10pe 00 aplidl~. WbIe I penonaIly bellev. dill die "oo-otr swtte;b provides the beIIlDlwer
to objecdoaable comem, a iI·.1IIId to a pnIIIic i-.t stIIIdIrd. Witbout the ript to rejecC.a network
p~ on QHUDt grouDCII, .-..Iud.........rriDll...

% gW Ii.,.: Localism iJ die fcmMIIId«- of a ....tUJ ItIdon openIioIl. We do OCCIIionIUy prHfDpC netWOrk
~ fo.r locall.... lp1ftI, tll,,_. CGWIl.bIll ",.;. aDd odIer pIOIIWIII wbidl don't meet dte "QIWI"

deftnnIdoD. Apia, witboul a "riIbt to ftIjIct" mil, rbe .DeIWOrb can. and will, Gen eDOl'JDOUI pressure on a staDon
to foreao IOIIEe of the ............. of~""".

OM ': Tbe DeIWOtk prcwIdI die IIICWOrb widl"- leYenp IIId opportuDity to limit dte so-
CIIId "ecoaaadc" pre Q'.,aa. at 1'bI iIItworb CIII reduce~OD, move che afIlllldoo. or
widlPnold c:ertain propmIIlf pn .. for __jUldftlllle Ie.a.. n.e proIatioaI for the netWorks alra4X
'iii 10 qarrwI qaWU. W1tbout the "riIbt 10 rejecI" nile, III leve..... in QIIOCiaIioDI reItI wtdl me oetwotb.

In older to _min tbe toumulmw of locIl_. iDIun tbII die public uaen. SI8Iard can be met in eacIl market,
aad meinrain tbe baIanc:c of power between a local aftIDlale and Its network. the "rigllllO reject" rule IIMt be
rft'·.
1'l1li* you for your attIaioo IDII couidIndoD.

, PNItdIat
DIs ...."'."al....ul(\' "'''''.1IVMIVUJI1il WlS-1V.~1C WLQI.TY.&CIII"

"'-'''''.~AL ;m:ILoTY.l'ClII:IOQoI "-'IT·TV•.o&alO~ ~·TV.~CtWl.ES1.A e-¥.....~
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JUDe 4, 1996

TIle H•• :Rada..B. CIa..Co .Ie'oD..

....... C•••uleade.. Co.mIuIoD
1'1' M Street, N.W.,
.... 144
W••'setoD, DC 20054
PAX: (202) 411-mG

D-.r COlllJDitlioDer Qoaa:

Tl*1etter II wI6 r .....et to '0'"" S.... 11 ...... Ittem "Network - AfIiIiate
RuleI" aDd .....~t to die "rWIt-to-reject" rale. .

It • viUlIy '-pertaat t08lllwilioD ItatieIu lada as OlIn, ia tIae 121.~
to bYe the freedom to ,....,t IItltWeI'k".....................u. ofleallmportaace
... to be tdec_ ill ......\'ia." periodI. nis.,... ..we1'ked". for over forty
yan between ICLFY-TV a.d CBS ad there is no Deed to cJwIIe it.

KLI'Y-TV .... IlGt "II pri¥lIep .ad ca f'aI1 ............ wily TV-
10, .. oeasloD, 1.b1titat. odler It .., _portut to aet dIaIIp dill
.,.... ad we urp yotl te .....rt Ioal TV ItIItiIDt ia to coatiDue to provide
~ to its commaaiti. ia tile face of iDcnaIecI CoiRpetidoa.

1'IuuIkyo...

JV:k:

YOUNG BROADCASTING OF LOUISIANA. INC::.

IL_llI __cu. 1.'1:.L"" I
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Same letter sent to Commissioners Quello, Chong, Ness.

--_._.~ ?:..c:... .. \<..~~ ~~.~'",,",~r

.WTQC-lV.......... --.TY ;"'I4OIIcar

....1V~a-....
A ICWWI.-TV~ RtcIIdI
.........TV VlIMIlilQtM. NC
• -"TV..., AlIugI
• WYWoTV CClUIIbuI.GA

June 3, 1996

~ ." '"......". :"'." .
........-. '.,:.

.. ".... ~

'!'be Honorable -..ct Hundt, Cha1z:nan
'-Ieral C< !nic::.tion. Cc_i••ion
1.1. M .t...~, NW
SUit. 114
"ahington, DC 2055•

• : -U,bt: to ..,.ct. Rule,:

Dea&" Chai~ Sundt:

Let _ uzve you to retain the ·tight to ~ject Rul."
in it. preaent, unaltered t'ona. It i. inconceivable
to _ that. at the vezy ...nt that the cc.a~ ••1on 1a
wn.U1D9 with the Children'. ftOgnRla1ng qu_tion 
knowift9 aJ.llao.t any go".~t mandat.w:I content
~i~ftt will not pas. const! t\lt1onal review 
you are al.o about to consider ZWIIDVing ~ right o~

10..1 staUan. to reject. _t.work PZ'09~ng. Nov,
instead or '00 viewpoints oonoeZ1ling what content is
beat tor our a~it1••, we vill ha". .ix view
points. Thi. i •• t'ar-reaching deci.ion and I urqa
you not to chan'8 the aurrent rule. This i. the
ulti_te weapon local .tations have to pr•••rve
~ir auto~ and to aot a. a r ••training influence
on the netwo.rk.. Th.re i. no way t.he Coani••ion can
eYle~ "'OM • regulation CSOftcerning ·.eonOlBic
pr...-pUon- -that 1dll wo~k in daily practice.

.- . ... ..,
".

• .4

!3-J...,-96 4:22p I
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'lbe Honorabl. aaed Hundt
June 3, 1996
Paqe TWo

NaAy t4 the _11 and -.:l1um. si.ze stations have
alzoeedy loat their negot:.iat1"9 potMZ' with t:h.
ne't'MOZ'lr.s, as laZ'98 nmlber. o~ the top 50 IMrket. are
now owned or oon'troll8d through in"..bnent. by the
n.~lIOZ'k.. ~••tation. u.ecI to be our chlllllPion.
when th. networt. got out of line. Today, that
le~Z'age i. no lonqer available to ua. W. need to
ze'ta1n our rioht to reject in o~dar to tUlf'111 the
obli.gation plaoed on ua by the COIIIDUnioat1ona Act .

PI.... vote to retain the -Right to Raject Rule w in
its present f'O:mll.

~....'_.--e-

, ,.': ',,: .' ·\.'~-.~,_,··,:··.;,··~,i.·~.· ...:.~,,·,~.''':. ~,,~.,,~
.. ~.~, .: ..... ~.... ~. -..

1]'J~-96 4:2212 I
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.........,...-June 3, 1996

TN ""'••'I.D,•••'

The Hon()rable R.achelle 8. Chons. Commissioner
I:edcral Communications Commissi()n
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 844
Washington. D,C. 20054

Dear Commissioner Chong:

I have lelilT'led th~ Commission will soon discuss modifying or eliminaring the rules that cover the
relationship bClween a network and ib atliliates.

Please be aware the right-to-rejcet rule protects local autonomy and retain's "local" control ofour
statIon. I.ucalisn'l is the heart ofour servinH the public'S need. nece~\ity and convenience. I f we
don't have the right [0 broadcast I'he Muscular Dystrophy Telethon or the July 4th Firework~

Celebra.tion, an Omaha Public School's "Familyne.'lCl Series" Town I rail or any of a myriad of
specials WC preempt the network fhr in order to serve our community, the basic balance of power
in the network-affiliate relationship will shift inescapably to the network. The lose in such a shift
is to the viewer.

On behalfofKMTV and our viewers, I ask you and your colleagues to retain the current nctwork
atl"ihatc rules.

Sincc:n::ly,

EIllllnU ...
-1-11-1-.-.....-.-,-,.-,-.,-,-."'••".,-.,-1.-'-'-',-I' II 12 7 . (u t) SII· t 7SI . f I. (41!) Ii' ! . 3t 71

!3-Jl.I'l-96 4:20p I
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Ind..,.ndent 8roadc••t~ng Q)mpanv
Pc.lt Oftice Box 1716
Spnngfleld, Missouri 65801-1716
(417) 882·1010

ElliS Shook, Vice President
O."e,..1 Manager

The HoD. Rachelle B. Chon.. COIIllDissioner
F.deral Commu.nicatioN CoImaission
1919 M Street, N.W., RDom 844
Washinstoo. D.C. 200S4

Dear Ms.. Cbong:

I lin worried that FCC is 00IWicIIringaIIIriaa its "rillK to ~ject" rulel to ptI'JIlit IMtWOtb to bind
affilias to c:ont:racts 1'""'.... 10 allied "eeoaomic preempdons". l __iJy oppoIIt this
shorts'" proposal and urac )IOU to rwject it. The propoNd~would penait the netwon<s to
drutically limit dle PfOIA'IIIII' dIId. afftliate may prwempt. The prvbIlIm is not 80 much the
numb« ofhoUB~ but......... coatIoI. For example, my......nt with tI2e
network provides for a cetIaiD .aximum number afbours ofpr.empdon per year. However, under
the proposed c!Ja8e whea ........ is ....itcI to afIil--'1 believe their i.aevitllble response will
be to scale back dramatically oe ,.....ptioas ofall kiI* - even public: iotereIt preemptions like
debates end pUblie affairs. If"'"11'8 forced by dail propoNd new rule to plMd a "pabli.c
inwut" case for "trY preenapIioD, aflUi.-s will simply be UMble 10 cboose programming most
suitable for our cOllUllUlllty. The oetworks can aDd do exert wbelievUle pressure•

. I UrJ8 you IlO.l to break wtud is workiaI. III reality, it is WOIkiaa. Only tile netWOl'b may be
complaining becuse 1bey .....Iy would like to have absolute coacrol. Who wouldn't? Also. this
rule is really about the 'IV ...,.... local staIiou, not netwoIk eaatrol. I wovld urp the
Commission not to do lIDydaina wbic:h erodes tM ....pt of. local .-ion to be involved in
localism and serviag the local COlIUDUDity. Iftbere is a problem, please tell us about it so tbat we
can addnss that.

I wp you not to cblap the rule on '\iabt to reject".

Ellis Shook
Geaeral Manager

ES:b!

bee: lCu~t W:lmmRT

• A CBS Affiliate
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lndeP4lftdent Broadcaatlng COmpany
Poet Office Bol( 1716
Sptlngtleld. Missouri 65801·1716
(417) 862·1010

E;I/I. Shook. Vice President'
Genaral Manaoer

June 3, 1996

The Ron. Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Conununieationl Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.,lloom 814
Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Mr. Hundt:

I am worried that FCC i$ coasiet.rina ..... its ~sht to reject" rules to permit aetworks to bind
affiliates to cont:raets pnwotiDa 10 called "economic prwmptions". I stroDIlyoppose this
sbortsishted propolala urp you to reject it. The propO..ed cbanp would permit the networks to
drMticaJly limit til. J'IOIlWD5 thIt .. affiI_ may preempt. The problem is DOt so much the
number of hours pre-empr.ed but 1M....... CODtml. For CXIIIlplc, my qreement with the
network provides for a c:ertaia JMXiJDUID number ofhouri ofpceeIIIftioo per year. HOW8Ver, under
the proposed chanp wb-. presaure is W to affiliates, I believe tbeir iMvitabk response will
be to scale back cInmItic:aIl)' oa pti0D8 ofal kiads - even public in...pn.nptions like
debates and public 6its. If IN forced by dais proposed new rule to pleld a "publk
interest" case for every preempt:ioR, afIil-.s will simply be unable to choole proaramming most
suitable for our community. The networks can and do exert unbelievable pressure.

I UfI. you Bat to break what is workiaI. In .reality, it is workiDa· .Only the networb may be
complaining beca.... *bey DIIIUralIy would lib to have absolute control Who wouldn't? Also, this
ruM is really about the 1V~ _loCal SbdioDs, not nmworlt control. I would \It8C the ".."
Commi3tioo not to do anytbiq whicb erodes the ....pt ofa local sl8tioa 10 be involved in
localillll and serving the local conunUDity. Iftbere is a problem. p1else tell uS about it so that we
can address that.

I urge you not to change the rule oa "riIht to rejed'.

Sincerely,

ttu44l
Ellis Shook
General Manager

ES:bg

bee: Kurt llit:lme.r

• A CBS Af1ll1ate

!3-Jt.n-96 2:3Op I


